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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 29-56 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 29-56 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dreke 
et al. (US 6,463,471) in view of Aravamudan et al. (US 6,301,609). 

4. As per claims 29 and 38, Dreke teaches the invention as claimed including a 
method for updating Domain Name System (DNS) information in response to a change 
in client status, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a client request to update DNS information on a DNS server, the client 
being subscribed to a domain name [col. 2, lines 53-55; col. 4, lines 3-6 & 60-66]; 

on receipt of the client request, assigning an IP address to the client and 
updating an entry in an IP address table on the DNS server such that the domain name 
corresponds with the assigned IP address [col. 4, line 60-65]; and 

determining a client status of on-line or off-line [col. 4, lines 33-39]. 
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5. Dreke does not specifically teach responsive to off-line determination, updating 
the IP address table on the DNS server such that the domain name corresponds with an 
interactive file. However, Aravamudan on the other hand teaches responsive to off-line 
determination, updating the IP address table on the DNS server such that the domain 
name corresponds with an interactive file [col. 8, lines 19-31]. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Dreke and Aravamudan because doing so would enable the 
server to have the accurate status information of users. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to modify Dreke's system with Aravamudan's updated 
status of users to increase the integrity of the system. 

6. As per claims 30 and 31 , Aravamudan teaches the interactive file comprises a 
first web page that is configured to provide information to the first client and configured 
to allow the first client to leave a message for the second client [col. 7, lines 21-40; i.e., 
the second user be able to access certain file or webpage of first user to leave the 
messages]. 

7. As per claims 32 and 39, Aravamudan teaches the second web page includes at 
least one of messages received while client was off- line, a time of last log-on by client, 
or a duration the client was off-line [col. 8, lines 44-55]. 

8. As per claims 33 and 40, Aravamudan teaches determining if the client is 
authorized to administer the domain name [col. 1, lines 59-62]. 
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9. As per claims 34-35, Dreke and Aravamudan teach the invention substantially as 
claimed in claim 29. Both references do not teach the step of processing request and 
notifying the client that the request has been processed. However, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
include these steps because doing so would bring convenience to user by allowing the 
user being acknowledged once the request being processed. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to modify the combination system of Dreke and 
Aravamudan system to benefit user. 

10. As per claims 36 and 37, Dreke teaches the step of monitoring arrival of a signal 
that is periodically transmitted by the first client, the arrival of the signal indicating that 
the status of the first client is on-line [col. 4, lines 37-44]. 

11. As per claims 41-49, since they are program claims of claims 29-37, they are 
rejected for the same basis as claims 29-37 above. 

12. As per claims 50-56, since they are system claims of claims 29 and 32-36, they 
are rejected for the same basis as claims 29 and 32-36 above. 

Conclusion 

1 3. Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/2/05 for claims 29-56 have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 
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In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that 

(1 ) Neither Dreke nor Aravamudan teaches the step of receiving a client request 
to update DNS information on a DNS server; 

(2) Neither Dreke nor Aravamudan teaches the client being subscribed to a 
domain name; 

(3) Neither Dreke nor Aravamudan teaches the step of updating the IP 
address table on the DNS server such that the domain name corresponds with an 
interactive file; 

(4) Neither Dreke nor Aravamudan teaches the interactive file comprises a first 
web page that is configured to provide information to the first client and configured to 
allow the first client to leave a message for the second client. 

14. Examiner respectfully traverses applicant's remarks: 

A. As to point (1), applicant fails to consider the teaching of the Drake's 
reference for assigning different IP address by Internet Provider [i.e., DNS server] to a 
user each time when he/she logs on the Internet [i.e., request to update DNS 
information, such as receiving a new IP address]. Thus, Dreke is still a relevant prior art 
reference. Furthermore, Examiner did not rely on Aravamudan's reference to reject this 
limitation in the previous office action, the argument for Aravamudan not teaching the 
step of receiving a client request to update DNS information on a DNS server is 
improper. Therefore, the rejection is still maintained. 

B. As per to point (2), applicant fails to consider the teaching of the 
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Dreke's reference for providing service to the register users [col. 2, lines 23-25] and the 
user being able to receiving a newly network address [col. 4, lines 3-6 & 60-66], i.e., the 
client being subscribed to a domain name. Thus, Dreke is still a relevant prior art 
reference. Furthermore, even the Examiner did not rely on Aravamudan's reference to 
reject this limitation in the previous office action, Aravamudan's reference discloses the 
client being subscribed to a domain name [col. 3, lines 37-41]. Therefore, the rejection 
is still maintained. 

C. As to point (3), applicant fails to consider the teaching of 
Aravamudan's reference for delivering pending events to the user when he/she logs on 
the network again [col. 7, lines 33-40], i.e., updating the IP address table on the DNS 
server such that the domain name corresponds with an interactive file. Thus, 
Aravamudan is still a relevant prior art reference. Furthermore, Examiner did not rely on 
Dreke's reference to reject this limitation in the previous office action, the argument for 
Dreke's reference is improper. Therefore, the rejection is still maintained. 

D. As to point (4), applicant fails to consider the teaching of Aravamudan's 
reference for delivering a webpage by the first user to the second user even when the 
first user is off-line [col. 7, lines 6-13], i.e., a first web page that is configured to provide 
information to the first client and configured to allow the first client to leave a message 
for the second client [col. 7, lines 21-40; i.e., a first web page is configured to provide 
information to the first client and configured to allow the first client to leave a message 
for the second client. Thus, Aravamudan is still a relevant prior art reference. 
Furthermore, Examiner did not rely on Dreke's reference to reject this limitation in the 
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previous office action, the argument for Drake's reference is improper. Therefore, the 
rejection is still maintained. 

1 5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP §706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37CFR 1.136(a). 

1 6. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jinsong Hu whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3965. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Jinsong Hu 
February 3, 2006 
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